Tactic  or  Policy? 


The  House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  headed  by  Rep. 
Thomas  E.  Morgan  (D-Pa.),  has  reported  to  the  House  that  “more 
vigorous  action  is  needed  to  bring  the  (Arab)  refugee  problem  to 
an  acceptable  and  early  solution”  and  that  “the  vast  majority”  will 
eventually  have  to  be  “resettled  in  lands  where  there  is  room  and 
opportunity  for  them.” 

This  is  a  realistic  statement.  But  many  will  doubt  the  realism 
of  the  Administration’s  position,  which  has  now  been  spelled  out  to 
Ck>ngres8. 

*  •  « 

In  a  letter  to  Rep.  John  J.  Rooney  (D-N.Y.),  dated  July  21,  Secretary  of 
State  Dean  Rusjc  wrote  that  the  Administration  is  supporting  some  “reasonable 
implementation”  of  paragraph  11  of  the  1948  UN  resolution,  which,  he  said, 
“provides  for  the  refugees  the  option  of  repatriation  as  law  abiding  citizens  of 
Israel  or  of  compensation  for  those  who  do  not  wish  to  return.”  (Text  on 
inside  page.) 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  Mr.  Rusk  has  substituted  the  term  “law  abiding” 
for  the  1948  resolution’s  qualification  which  limited  repatriation  to  refugees  who 
wish  to  “live  in  peace  with  their  neighbors.”  Administration  officials  appear 
reluctant  to  use  the  word  “peace”  or  the  concept  “direct  negotiations,”  which  may 
also  be  found  in  the  1948  resolution.  This  implies  that  the  Administration  will 
press  Israel  to  accept  repatriation  of  refugees  prior  to  a  peace  settlement. 

•  «  • 

But  debate  over  words  from  13-year-old  resolutions  must  sound  totally 
unrealistic  to  the  people  concerned. 

For  months,  Israelis  have  been  listening  to  testimony  in  the  Eichmann  trial 
recalling  the  ugly  1930s,  when  the  Jews  were  trapped  by  Hitler’s  fury  and  the 
world’s  indifference,  and  Europe  became  a  vast  graveyard.  On  the  eve  of  World 
War  II,  Arab  violence,  fomented  by  the  ex-Mufti  of  Jerusalem,  forced  the  British 
1939  White  Paper,  closing  Palestine’s  doors  and  dooming  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  Jews  to  Hitler’s  concentration  camps,  gas  chambers  and  crematoria.  The 
same  Mufti  went  to  Berlin  to  collaborate  with  Hitler  and  Eichmann  in  the 
“solution”  of  the  Jewish  “problem.”  Today  the  same  Mufti  “inspects”  Arab 
refugee  towns,  agitating  for  expulsion  of  the  Jews  and  destruction  of  the  Jewish 
state. 

The  Israelis  are  not  likely  to  accept  a  “White  Paper”  in  reverse,  opening 
their  land  to  the  very  people  who  barred  them  from  Palestine  in  1939,  who 
warred  against  Israel  in  1948  and  who  still  demand  her  destruction.  They 
remember  how  the  dissident  Sudeten  minority  was  used  by  Hitler  to  dismember 
democratic  Czechoslovakia  in  1938.  They  know  Arab  intentions.  They  are 
bombarded  by  Arab  radio  broadcasts. 

Cairo  Radio,  in  a  Hebrew  broadcast,  told  the  Israelis,  on  July  29: 

“Mr.  Kennedy  can  suggest  to  Israel  to  accept  250,000  refugees  but 
this  is  not  ail  our  claim. . . .  Mr.  Kennedy  can  mediate  and  put  pressure 
on  Israel  whQe  we  stand  aside  to  see  the  outcome  of  his  pressure.  If  we 
find  that  it  fits  our  demands  then  we  wfll  accept  the  matter.  If  not,  then 
we  shaD  oppose  any  yielding  in  our  fair  claims.” 

And  what  are  the  Arabs’  “fair  claims?”  The  official  UAR  newspaper 
AUGomhouria,  said,  on  July  10: 

“The  return  we  seek  is  the  free  return  to  Palestine,  not  to  Israel . . . 
not  to  live  in  Israel,  but  to  live  on  its  ruins,  in  a  country  whose  sover¬ 
eignty  belongs  to  us  alone.” 

What,  then,  is  to  be  gained  by  the  current  Administration  tactic?  Con¬ 
ceivably,  it  may  be  designed  to  ease  U.S.-Arab  relations  at  the  coming  UN  session, 
but  it  is  not  likely  to  help  the  Arab  refugees.  It  will  be  exploited  as  propaganda 
to  justify  resistance  to  resettlement  and  peace. 

Thus,  the  language  of  the  House  Committee  Report,  with  its 
emphasis  on  resettlement,  is  a  timely  statement  recommending  the 
^  logical  solution  which  best  serves  the  humanitarian  interest  of  the 
i  refugees  themselves  and  at  the  same  time  promotes  an  overall  peace 
i  settlement. 
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Strougbox.  The  ruler  of  Kuwait,  Sheikh 
Abdullah,  is  taking  no  chances  on  the 
struggle  for  his  sheikhdom  and  has  be¬ 
gun  investing  his  royalties  in  the  tradi¬ 
tional  hideaway  —  Switzerland,  accord¬ 
ing  to  reports  reaching  Washington. 
This  could  further  weaken  the  British 
pound,  which  his  money  has  bolstered 
m  the  past. 

Meanwhile,  Kuwait  has  been  ad¬ 
mitted  to  membership  in  the  Arab 
League,  over  Iraq’s  protests.  On  Aug. 
3,  Premier  Kassem  stressed  Iraq’s  de¬ 
termination  to  “liberate”  Kuwait.  He 
told  a  Lebanese  press  delegation  that 
Iraq  was  offered  $40  million  by  the 
British  to  waive  its  claim  to  Kuwait  and 
he  sarcastically  asked  how  much  it  had 
cost  Kuwait  to  get  into  the  League. 
That  body  agreed  to  recruit  an  /Uab 
force  to  replace  the  slender  British 
force  which  went  to  Kuwait  June  29 
to  deter  Iraq’s  annexation  threat. 

A  preliminary  Arab  League  military 
mission  arrived  in  Kuwait  on  Aug.  7 
to  find  out  how  many  men  would  be 
needed.  Sheikh  Abdullah  promised  “to 
spare  no  efforts  or  money  to  cooperate 
with  the  sisterly  Arab  states  towards 
realizing  a  better  Arab  world.” 

The  mission  was  attacked  by  Bagh¬ 
dad  Radio,  which  said: 

“The  last  thing  the  Arab  peoples  ex¬ 
pected  was  to  see  the  Arab  League 
turned  into  a  tool  used  by  imperialism. 

.  .  .  The  Arab  League  should  have 
sent  Arab  forces  to  fight  against  im¬ 
perialism  and  Zionism  in  the  usurped 
part  of  Arab  Palestine,  Algeria,  Tu¬ 
nisia,  Oman  and  Hadramaut  and  not 
to  prevent  the  liberation  of  the  Ku¬ 
waiti  people  from  British  imperialism.” 
Meanwhile,  tension  mounts  between 
Saudi  Arabia  and  Ba^idad.  Iraqis  are 
bitter  because  Saudi  Arabian  forces  are 
in  Kuwait.  On  Aug.  1,  Baghdad  Radio 
denounced  King  Saud  as  a  sick  medi¬ 
eval  reactionary  feeding  on  oil  royalties 
and  the  naivete  of  the  Saudi  people — 
out  of  date  with  the  Arab  revolutionary 
spirit  and  the  20th  century. 

On  the  other  hand,  Saudi  Arabians 
(Continued  on  page  28) 


IN  WASHIN6T0N... 


Aid  to  the  UAR 

Congressional  hearings  on  the  1961 
foreign  aid  bill  show  that  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  some  Congressmen  believe 
that  both  President  Nasser  of  the  UAR 
and  Premier  Kassem  of  Iraq  have  re¬ 
tained  their  independence  of  the  Soviet 
Union. 

Although  the  Soviet  bloc  has  poured 
$3  billion  in  economic  and  military  aid 
into  the  Near  East,  and  S.210  of  its 
6,510  economic  aid  technicians  are 
working  in  the  region.  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  Phillips  Talbot  testified, 
on  June  14,  that  the  willingness  of  the 
United  States  to  keep  its  door  open  so 
that  “countries  could  have  some  alter¬ 
native  has  been  of  real  effect  in  keep¬ 
ing  those  countries  from  going  all  the 
way  into  the  Soviet  bloc.”  He  said  he 
was  thinking  of  the  UAR,  Iraq  and 
Afghanistan. 

Rep.  Robert  B.  Chiperfield  (R-Ill.) 
asked  whether  the  Soviet  Union  had 
been  able  to  turn  any  country  from  the 
United  States  and  make  it  anti-U.S.  and 
pro-Soviet. 

Irritations.  Mr.  Talbot  replied  diat  the 
Soviets  had  concentrated  their  aid  in 
specific  countries  which  they  thought 
they  could  capture.  However,  he  be¬ 
lieved  that  while  the  United  States  can 
live  with  countries  that  are  unaligned 
“and  have  reasonable  relations  with 
them,  even  though  they  don’t  follow  our 
foreign  policy  lines  exactly,  the  Soviets 
cannot  so  comfortably  live  with  those 
countries  when  there  are  specific  policy 
issues  involved  between  them.” 

He  said  there  was  a  good  demonstra¬ 
tion  in  the  “irritations  and  perhaps 
more  fundamental  differences”  that  de¬ 
velop  between  the  Soviet  Union  and  the 
UAR  and  Iraq.  He  continued: 

“It  seems  to  me  to  have  been  clearly 
the  intention  (ff  the  Soviet  Union  to 
get  such  a  grip  on  the  economy  and 
on  the  military  posture  of  the  UAR 
that  the  UAR  couldn't  sriggle.  In  fact, 
what  seems  to  have  happened  at  this 
stage,  is  that  the  fundwental  differ¬ 
ences  in  viewpoint  have  been  hi^ 
lighted  in  a  senes  of  sharp  propaganda 
exchanges  revealing  cleaily,  also,  the 
degree  to  which  ^  UAR  intends  to 
defend  its  right  of  freedom  of  action.” 
Mr.  Talbot  said  that  there  had  been 
various  suggestions  that  the  UAR  would 
welcome  some  assistance  to  help  them 
balance  out  their  position. 


Normal  and  Friendly.  Thus,  the  United 
States  has  been  seeking  to  maintain 
“normal  and  friendly  relations”  with 
the  UAR.  Mr.  Talbot  said  that  the 
U.  S.  aid  program  to  the  UAR  had 
been  largely  in  sales  of  agricultural  sur¬ 
pluses,  demonstrating  U.  S.  sympathy 
“for  massive  population  pressures  of  the 
Egyptian  region  and  our  humanitarian 
interest  in  the  people  of  the  northern 
region  (Syria),  who  are  now  suffering 
their  fourth  consecutive  year  of  griev¬ 
ous  drought.”  In  addition,  aid  to  the 
UAR  had  helped  implement  programs 
for  internal  economic  development  and 
had  “shown  sympathy  with  fundamental 
human  needs.”  In  Iraq,  the  United 
States  has  responded  to  Iraq’s  requests 
for  assistance  in  training  and  education. 

[Six  U.  S.  military  planes  airlifted  60 
tons  of  insecticide  to  save  Egypt’s  cotton 
crop,  in  response  to  an  urgent  appeal 
from  Cairo  last  week.] 

Rep.  L.  H.  Fountain  (D-N.C.)  de¬ 
scribe  a  two-hour  conference  between 
President  Nasser  and  four  members  of 
Hie  Capitol  Hill  army  reserve  group 
while  in  Cairo.  He  said  that  Nasser 
didn’t  seem  to  be  concerned  about  Rus¬ 
sia  taking  over  Egypt,  although  U.  S. 
military  attaches  indicated  that  Russia 
could  take  over  in  48  hours  if  she 
wanted  to.  Rep.  Fountain  quoted  Nas¬ 
ser  as  saying: 

“We  are  fighting  communism 
here.  Whenever  we  find  one  we 
just  put  him  in  jail  and  that  is 
where  we  keep  him.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  we  have  about  5,000  in  jail 
right  now.  We  just  feed  them  and 
keep  them  there.  Whenever  we 
find  one  that  is  how  we  HmHU 
him.” 

Mr.  Fountain  said  he  didn’t  know 
how  effective  Nasser’s  method  was,  but 
“it  impressed  him.” 

To  which  Mr.  Talbot  commented: 

“I  think  this  is  one  of  the  factors  in 
the  present  sharpness  between  the  So¬ 
viet  Union  and  the  UAR.  Again  h 
would  seem  to  be  that  the  Soviet 
Union  probably  judged  that  by  giving 
the  UAR  some  money  they  could 
make  the  UAR  dance  to  their  tune. 

I  think  we  are  a  bit  more  sophisticated 
than  that.  The  Soviets  are  now  learn¬ 
ing  perhaps  by  hard  experience  that 
when  they  come  down  against  a  nn- 
tionalist  aspiration,  they  get  an  adverse 
reaction,  jiut  as  we  have  gotten  ad¬ 
verse  reactions  when  we  have  been  in 
similar  situations.” 


Aid  Blueprint.  Over  in  the  Senate,  Sen. 
J.  W.  Fulbright  (D-Ark.),  Chairman  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations,  expressed  encouragement  be¬ 
cause  of  Soviet  disappointment  in  the 
Egyptians,  and,  he  went  on: 

“I  only  hope  we  can  be  sensible 
enough  not  to  irritate  them  or  to  pre¬ 
sent  the  case  falsely  so  as  to  drive 
them  back  into  the  Soviet  orbit,  thus 
allowing  them  to  develop  friendlier  re¬ 
lations.” 

He  suggested  that  the  United  States 
might  revise  its  aid  program  in  the  Near 
East  and  concentrate  on  a  few  coun¬ 
tries.  On  June  12,  Sen.  Fulbright  said 
to  Mr.  Talbot: 

“What  would  you  say  if  the  Commit¬ 
tee  says  that  you  must  pick,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  two  countries,  and  make  them 
successful  in  this  area.  .  .  .  Suppose  we 
take  Iran,  for  example,  and  really  con¬ 
centrate  on  it  and  minimize  some  of  the 
other  countries  we  are  now  helping.  For 
instance,  you  do  not  need  to  give  so 
much  to  Israel.  It  is  possible  to  cut 
Israeli  assistance  down  some  since  we 
have  given  so  much  and  since  her  stand¬ 
ard  of  living  is  all  out  of  line  with  her 
neighbors.  You  can  cut  down  assist¬ 
ance  to  Lebanon,  which  you  are  doing, 
and  you  do  not  need  to  give  so  much 
military  assistance  to  Turkey  or  to  Pak¬ 
istan.  You  could  cut  a  few  programs 
and  make  one  or  two  programs  really 
effective.  You  might  even  consider 
helping  UAR  a  little  more,  that  is,  in 
the  future.  Do  you  have  objection,  in 
other  words,  to  specialization?” 

Communist,  Socialist,  Fascist? 

How  real  is  Nasser’s  break  with  Mos¬ 
cow? 

Whether  Nasser’s  four-year-old  quar¬ 
rel  with  Moscow  over  the  treatment  of 
his  Egyptian  Communists  means  that 
Nasser  has  moved  away  from  the  So¬ 
viet  line  on  world  affairs  is  highly  de¬ 
batable.  Nasser  has  always  maintained 
that  he  is  a  neutral,  but  Cairo  Radio 
and  UN  roll  calls  have  generally  put 
him  in  opposition  to  U.  SL  policy — rardy 
in  opposition  to  the  Soviet  Union. 

Nationalization.  (Dne  interesting  side¬ 
light  of  this  discussion  is  that  while 
Nasser  may  be  jailing  Egyptian  Com¬ 
munists,  be  has  accelerate  the  UAR’s 
program  to  nationalize  the  economy  at 
an  astonishing  rate  within  the  last  few 
weeks. 

Nasser  has  nationalized  all  banks  and 
insurance  companies  in  the  UAR.  He 
has  taken  partial  or  complete  control 
over  many  manufacturing  firms.  He 
has  boosted  the  income  tax  rate  to  90 
percent  on  income  exceeding  $28,700, 
has  cut  the  working  hours  of  labor 
from  eight  to  seven,  given  employes  a 
25  percent  share  of  profits  as  well  as 
participatioo  in  management  boards 
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and  has  put  a  ceiling  of  $14,250  on  sal¬ 
aries  of  executives.  He  has  reduced 
land  holdings  to  a  maximum  of  100 
acres  and  promised  interest-free  loans 
to  farmers. 

Lenin  or  Mohammed?  In  his  July  23 
speech,  Nasser  denied  that  any  of  this  is 
communism.  “We  are  not  against  own¬ 
ership,”  he  said.  “We  are  against  ex¬ 
ploitation.”  He  said  that  the  Egyptian 
revolution  is  working  for  “a  socialist, 
democratic,  cooperative  society,  free 
from  political,  economic  and  social  ex¬ 
ploitation,  to  be  attained  by  peaceful 
means.”  The  property  owners  of  the 
more  than  400  establishments  which 
have  been  nationalized  in  the  last  few 
days  are  being  given  long-term  four 
percent  bonds  for  their  interests. 

President  Nasser  insists  that  the 
prophet  of  all  this  reform  is  not  Lenin 
but  Mohammed,  who,  he  said  on  July 
23,. was  the  first  to  call  for  the  policy 
of  nationalization  and  who  father^  the 
“first  socialist  state.” 

Many  students  of  political  science 
would  probably  call  Nasser’s  system 
fascism,  rather  than  socialism,  for,  as 
in  the  German  and  Italian  fascist  re¬ 
gimes,  Nasser  has  taken  over  the  press 
and  created  a  one-party  system. 

Nasser’s  objective  is  to  acquire  capi¬ 
tal  to  finance  Us  industrial  development 
program  because  agricultural  develop¬ 
ment  alone,  such  as  the  Aswan  Dam, 
cannot  keep  pace  with  the  UAR’s  fast¬ 
growing  population,  and  without  indus¬ 
trialization  the  standard  of  living  will 
go  down.  The  program  may  be  de¬ 
signed  to  improve  the  lot  of  the  work¬ 
ers  but  it  also  has  another  important 
purpose.  Nationalization  will  make  it 
possible  for  Nasser  to  put  favored  army 
officers  and  party  leaders  into  execu¬ 
tive  posts  at  the  helm  of  large  indus¬ 
tries. 

Aid  to  Israol 

Testimony  confirmed  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  is  planning  to  terminate 
grant  aid  to  Israel,  Lebanon  and  Greece. 
But  Administration  officials  assured 
members  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  that  Israel  would  con¬ 
tinue  to  receive  development  loans  and 
surplus  foods  and  that  the  level  of  aid 
to  Israel  would  be  maintained. 

Frank  M.  Coffin,  Administration 
spokesman,  told  the  Committee  that 
Israel  had  made  “spectacular  economic 
advances”  due  to  “the  combination  of 
extraordinary  self-help  and  the  very 
large  inflow  of  resources  from  abroad.” 
He  said  that  Israel  had  become  a  world 
leader  in  the  advance  of  such  efforts  as 
the  desalinization  of  sea  water  and  is 
increasingly  becoming  a  donor  country 

(Continued  on  page  28) 


During  the  House  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs’  hearings  on  the  new  for¬ 
eign  aid  bill.  Congressmen  asked  the 
Administration  for  a  progress  report  on 
solution  of  the  Arab  refugee  issue.  On 
June  28,  Rep.  Robert  R.  Barry  (R- 
N.Y.)  asked  what  kind  of  all-out  drive 
was  needed.  Richard  N.  Gardner,  Dep¬ 
uty  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  replied: 

.  .**1  would  think  that  you  would 
have  to  achieve  a  settlement  of  this 
whole  Arab-Israel  dispute  before 
yon  could  accomplish  a  resettle¬ 
ment  of  the  approi^ately  one  mil¬ 
lion  refugees  in  the  area.  ...  I 
don’t,  myself,  see  how  the  refugee 
problem  can  be  resolved  except  in 
the  context  of  a  settlement  of  the 
whole  question.” 

But  there  was  a  more  detailed — and 
somewhat  different — answer  to  the  same 
question  from  Herman  F.  Eilts,  De¬ 
partment  of  State  officer  charged  with 
the  problem.  He  said  that  the  purpose 
of  the  UN  Palestine  Conciliation  Com¬ 
mission’s  forthcoming  effort  is: 

’To  explore  the  possibilities  of 
implementing  paragraph  11  of  UN 
Rc^ution  194  which  . . .  gave  the 
refngees  the  option  of  repatriation 
to  Israel  as  law-abiding  citizens,  or 
compensation  precedent  to  resettle¬ 
ment  elsewhere. 

”11118,  of  course,  remains  the 
Arab  position — that  there  must  be 
a  just  and  equitable  implementaton 
of  Article  11.  The  problem  here 
is  what  is  just  and  equitable. 

^Obviously,  there  must  be  two 
sine  qna  nons:  One,  that  there  must 
be  an  acceptance  by  Israel  of  tbe 
principle  of  repatriation;  two,  that 
clearly  most  of  these  refugees  are 
not  going  to  be  able  to  go  bock  t» 
Israel.  The  job  of  the  PCC  or  the 
job  of  any  agency  will  be  to  recon- 
cfle  these  conflicting  views  and  try 
to  establish  some  reasonable  inn- 
plemcntation  of  Article  11. 

“Whether  or  not  this  is  possible 
in  the  prevailing  political  dhnate  in 
the  Middle  East  is  questionaUc, 
but  we  are  hoping  we  can  develop 
some  give  in  the  situation  through 
the  PCC  effort.” 

*  *  * 

There  was  another  statement  on  the 
subject  from  Secretary  of  State  Dean 
Rusk  in  a  July  21  letter  to  Rep.  John 
J.  Rooney  (D-N.Y.). 

Riep.  Rooney  is  a  member  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
This  year.  Congress  is  asked  to  appro¬ 
priate  $13.35  million,  reappropriate 
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$4.85  million  of  unspent  funds,  and 
authorize  $6.5  million  in  surplus  foods 
— a  total  of  $24.7  million — as  the  U.S. 
contribution  to  UNRWA. 

On  July  14,  Rep.  Rooney  wrote  Mr. 
Rusk,  assuring  the  Secretary  of  State 
that  he  would  continue  to  support  the 
UNRWA  appropriation,  which  he  de¬ 
scribed  as  a  humanitarian  and  necessary 
measure  and  not  a  heavy  price  to  pay 
for  stability.  He  expressed  surprise 
over  Arab  press  reports  that  the  Admin¬ 
istration  is  pressing  Israel  to  take  back 
as  many  as  250,000  Arab  refugees  be¬ 
cause  of  alleged  pressure  from  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee. 

Mr.  Rooney  said  that  he  did  not  be¬ 
lieve  Congress  would  hold  up  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  refugees  “in  order  to 
stampede  the  Administration  into  under¬ 
taking  an  initiative  that  could  prove  to 
be  both  impractical  and  unjust.’’  He 
thought  that  the  large  majority  of  the 
refugees  would  have  to  be  resettled  in 
Arab  countries,  with  Israel  paying  com¬ 
pensation  for  property  and  repatriating 
some  refugees  to  reunite  families.  But 
he  did  not  see  how  Israel  could  repatri¬ 
ate  any  substantial  number  in  advance 
of  a  peace  settlement  or  negotiations, 
arui  he  felt  that  it  was  wrong  to  en¬ 
courage  the  Arab  refugees  in  the  illu¬ 
sion  that  we  intend  to  force  Israel  to 
repatriate  them,  or  to  leave  any  doubt 
that  we  advocate  resettlement. 

Secretary  Rusk  replied  to  Mr.  Rooney, 
as  follows: 

“The  United  States  continnes  to 
support  some  reasonable  imple¬ 
mentation  of  paragraph  11  of  the 
United  Nations  resolution  194  (HI) 
which  provides  for  the  refugees  tbe 
option  of  repatriation  as  law- 
abiding  citizens  of  Israel  or  of  com¬ 
pensation  for  those  who  do  not 
wish  to  return.  Any  repatriation 
would,  in  our  view,  have  to  be  so 
implemented  as  to  take  fnUy  into 
account  Israel’s  legitimate  security 
and  economic  requirements.  Con¬ 
trary  to  press  reports,  the  admin¬ 
istration  has  made  no  suggestion 
either  to  Israel  or  to  the  Arab 
states  of  any  specific  number  of 
refugees  who  should  be  repatri¬ 
ated.  Nor  does  the  Department 
have  a  specific  plan  in  mind,  but 
beiieves  that,  consistent  with  the 
U.N.  General  Assembly  resolu- 
tioBS  mentioned  above  and  the  sen¬ 
timents  of  Congress,  the  problem 
deserves  our  earnest  study  at  this 
time.” 
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Viewing  the  News 

. . .  continued 

denounce  the  British.  On  Aug.  4, 
Mecca  Radio  charged  that  British 
planes  are  dropping  bombs  against 
Hadramaut  tribes  and  that  82  people 
have  been  killed  in  the  war  between  the 
British  and  the  “Sons  of  the  Arab 
South.” 

Barrage.  Arabs  are  planning  an  in¬ 
tensive  propaganda  campaign  on  the 
refugee  issue  during  the  UN  session. 
They  will  appeal  primarily  to  Afro- 
Asian  delegations. 

Egyptian  Deputy  Foreign  Minister 
Zulficer  Sabry  is  coming  to  the  United 
States  to  lecture  at  the  University  of 
California,  Princeton  and  the  University 
of  Chicago  and  to  appear  on  TV.  Cairo 
is  shipping  new  booklets  and  brochures 
all  over  the  world.  An  effort  will  be 
made  to  win  support  from  neutrals  at 
the  Belgrade  conference  opening  Sept. 
I.  And  there  are  reports  that  President 
Nasser  may  attend  the  General  Assem¬ 
bly,  perhaps  in  conjunction  with  a  long- 
planned  visit  to  Cuba’s  Castro. 

Common  Market.  Arab  countries  are 
battling  Israel’s  application  for  associa¬ 
tion  with  the  European  Common  Mar¬ 
ket,  which  takes  on  increasing  impor¬ 
tance  because  of  Britain’s  decision  to 
join.  Much  of  Israel’s  trade  is  with 
EEC  countries. 

Israel’s  application  was  considered 
at  the  Brussels  meeting  of  the  Minister¬ 
ial  Committee  of  the  EEC  in  June  and 
the  secretariat  was  charged  with  investi¬ 
gating  technical  problems  connected 
with  Israel’s  request.  Israel  is  still  wait¬ 
ing  for  action. 

It  is  reported  that  some  members  of 
the  European  market,  particularly  Italy, 
have  been  cool  to  Israel’s  application. 
Italy  has  been  engaged  in  a  campaign 
to  consolidate  its  position  in  the  Arab 
world,  especially  to  gain  North  African 
oil.  The  New  York  Times  reported 
from  Rome  some  weeks  ago  that  Italian 
Premier  Fanfani  was  endeavoring  to 
persuade  the  United  States  to  take  a 
more  sympathetic  attitude  towards  Pres¬ 
ident  Nasser. 

No  Rocket.  For  many  weeks,  it  was 
reported  that  the  annual  military  parade 
which  celebrates  the  Egyptian  revolu¬ 
tion  would  feature  American  rockets 
and  supersonic  Soviet  MIG  19s.  But 
the  rockets,  which  the  UAR  acquired 
here,  didn’t  go  off,  presumably  because 
Israel’s  rocket  zoomed  first.  There  was 
one  solitary  MIG  19.  Egyptians  ex¬ 
plained  that  the  display  was  limited  lest 
the  roar  affect  Cairo’s  houses.  Intelli¬ 
gence  experts  speculated  that  Egyptian 
pilots  were  unable  to  make  the  new 
planes  fully  operational. 

Detour.  One  reason  why  the  southern 
Negev  was  assigned  to  Israel  in  the 
1947  UN  partition  deliberations  was  to 
provide  an  alternative  route  to  the  Suez 
Canal.  Next  month,  after  14  years, 
the  theory  will  be  tested  when  a  ship¬ 
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ment  of  Japanese  goods  will  be  landed 
in  Eilat,  transported  overland  to  Haifa, 
and  then  shipped  to  Italy. 

Guns  for  NATO.  The  Netherlands  has 
ordered  more  than  100,000  Uzzi  sub¬ 
machine  guns  for  its  army  from  the  Is¬ 
rael  Military  Industries.  Other  NATO 
countries  may  also  acquire  this  weapon, 
which  was  invented  in  Israel.  West 
Germany’s  purchases  of  the  guns  cre¬ 
ated  a  political  storm  in  Israel  in  1959. 
Sierra  Leone  and  Nepal  have  also  pur¬ 
chased  the  weapon. 

Heard  in  Washington 

. . .  continued 

in  making  technical  assistance  available 
to  others. 

In  its  report  on  the  foreign  aid  bill, 
the  Committee  pointed  out  that  Israel 
had  achieved  impressive  development 
under  difficult  circumstances  and  ex¬ 
pressed  the  view  that: 

“Israel  should  continue  to  re¬ 
ceive  development  loans  and  other 
forms  of  economic  aid  at  levels 
high  enough  to  insure  continued 
development.  Should  circumstan¬ 
ces  arise  which  find  Israel  again  in 
need  of  grant  aid,  the  Committee 
believes  that  the  Administration 
should  deal  sympathetically  with 
any  such  request. 

“It  should  be  stressed  that  Israel 
has  struggled  for  stability  at  great 
odds  in  a  disturbed  area.  Lack  of 
peace  and  economic  relations  with 
her  ne^hbors  has  led  Israel  to 
make  large  expenditures  for  secur¬ 
ity  and  survival.  Israel  has  never 
received  grant  military  aid  or  de¬ 
fense  support  under  the  mutual 
security  program.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  Commitee  con¬ 
tinues  to  be  concerned  about  Is¬ 
rael’s  economic  progress.” 

The  views  of  Secretary  of  State  Dean 
Rusk  on  aid  to  Israel  were  expressed 
in  a  July  21  reply  to  an  inquiry  from 
Rep.  John  J.  Rooney  (D-N.Y.). 

Mr.  Rusk  wrote  that  the  Administra¬ 
tion  shared  Mr.  Rooney’s  view  “that 
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there  should  be  no  radical  modification 
or  reduction  in  programs  previously 
carried  out.”  He  pointed  out  that  Is¬ 
rael  has  an  annual  growth  rate  of  eight 
percent,  a  per  capita  income  of  more 
than  $1,000  per  annum,  and  an  ability 
to  administer  a  technical  assistance  pro¬ 
gram  of  its  own  for  the  benefit  of  a 
number  of  other  countries.  Mr.  Rusk 
continued:  “These  favorable  and  wel¬ 
come  developments,  juxtaposed  with 
the  foreign  aid  criteria  now  before  the 
Congress,  support  the  view  that  while 
assistance  to  Israel  should  continue  at 
present  levels  it  may  readily  be  on  the 
basis  of  loans  and  surplus  commodities 
rather  than  grants.  What  precise  pro¬ 
grams  should  be  undertaken,  and  what 
agencies  should  extend  the  assistance, 
are  matters  still  to  be  finally  determined. 
I  should  like  to  assure  you,  however, 
that  this  Administration  has  no  inten¬ 
tion  of  reducing  the  volume.” 


Now  on  the  Press  . .  • 
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